Abstract: I omitted a document from my edition of the charters of William the Conqueror on the grounds of arguments which had suggested that it was a charter of William Rufus. The signa are not all consistent with the document's date of 1084, but the charter, which is included in a pancarte destroyed in 1944, should be regarded as a charter of William I to which additions were made soon after his death. The document has some significance for the politics of 1088 and for relations between the Conqueror's sons. 
. I did so on the grounds that the charter was one of William II, rather than William I. In fact, the charter, a diploma recording a series of grants to the Norman abbey of Lessay, should have been included as a charter of William the Conqueror, but with the proviso that it contains additional material relating to events in Normandy in the year after his death. It provides a significant addition to our knowledge of the lives of two of his sons, his successor in Normandy, Robert Curthose, and his youngest son, the future Henry I. Its text is included in an appendix to this short article.
The text of the document is now known only from the defective nineteenthcentury edition in Gallia Christiana , from a copy made in 1876 but not published until 1910, and from a good early twentieth-century copy made by the chartiste Gaston de Beausse, whose papers were deposited in the Archives départementales du Calvados after his death during World War I. All three copies were made from a single sheet which was destroyed when the Archives départementales de la Manche at Saint-Lô were burnt in 1944. Taken together they show that the William I diploma and two subsequent notices and a colophon were written on the same parchment; the summary in the Inventaire sommaire of the série H of the Archives départemen-tales de la Manche confirms this and provides a helpful guide to the diplomatic of the lost document The document once identified by Henry W. C. Davis as a William I diploma details grants made to Lessay in the year 1084 by Roger d'Aubigny. These were firstly the holding of Osmond the clerk of Feugères in the church of Saint-Samson of Geffosses and in Cricqueville-en-Bessin and Franqueville, with the agreement of Osmond's sons, one of whom became a monk at Lessay. Secondly Roger and his son Rualoc also gave the tithe of the toll of the fair of Saint-Christophe-d'Aubigny and of the market of Aubigny, land in Marchésieux and in the forest of Linverville, the latter with the exception of the tithe of the sixty acres held beforehand by SaintPaul of Cormery. Rainald d'Orval gave his portion of Marchésieux near to the monks' garden. Richard and William Bloet gave land in Créances. Each one of these grants is followed by a list of witnesses ( testes ) and the whole by a group of twenty signa , the first of whom is a king William ( + Signum Willelmi regis For this reason he preferred to assign the diploma to William II, and suggested that it could perhaps be dated to the year 1091 when the three brothers William Rufus, Robert Curthose and the future Henry I, all of whom David believed to be among the signa , were in western Normandy after the first two had besieged Henry in Le Mont Saint-Michel. This line of reasoning, appealing as it is, presents well-high insuperable problems which will be discussed later; in particular, at least one, and probably several, of the signa must date from earlier than 1091. It is also difficult to accept that William II should be the most prominent signum to a Norman diploma concerned entirely with Norman matters before the start of his protectorate of the duchy in 1096. In addition, although William the Conqueror's sons are known on occasion to confirm grants to religious houses in each other's territories, in all known cases this was done by twin confirmations, rather than all of them attesting a single document 5 . For these reasons alone, the text needs to be reconsidered and, given what we know of its form, assessed in the light of modern diplomatic criteria appropriate to a document written in typical pancarte form. The text is likely to be an edited compilation of a series of grants and the signa may well have been assembled over a period of time, or even merged from more than one earlier document is that the diploma may have been an original to which signa , perhaps with autograph crosses, were added at the moment of the document's first confirmation in 1084, with other signa , including Bishop Odo's, added later. In this case, the notices would have been additions made at different times in space in the middle of the parchment above the colophon which must date from before abbot Roger's death in 1094 7 ; the confirmation by William de Baudreville's son Geoffrey, which took place in 1128, provides a terminus for its insertion, and in all likelihood for that of the other notices as well. The second is that the whole document was written by a single scribe after the confirmation of William de Baudreville's grant. In this case we are dealing with a single sheet, all of which was written after 1128, and which contained copies of all the documents 8 . The most plausible variable to these two basic possibilities is that the copy of the diploma was not written in 1084 but later after all the signa had been added, and that the lost single sheet contained distinct copies of five documents all made at different times before 1128. The loss of the crucial single sheet in 1944 makes it impossible now to decide between these possibilities. Whatever the case, however, it is of crucial significance that the abbey of Lessay is known from other evidence to have compiled documents in pancarte form and to have added signa to existing texts. The lengthy record of the earliest grants to the abbey accumulated its signa over a period of approximately half a century . While Henricus filius regis is unquestionably the future Henry I, he is known to have been at the abbey of Abingdon at Easter 1084 and, while he does appear among the signa of diplomas for the abbey of Saint-Etienne of Caen which date from the 1080s, he was so obviously in England for much of the 1080s that it has been suggested that he was brought up there 18 . Abbot Rannulf could be either the abbot of Le Mont Saint-Michel of that name or the abbot of Lonlay. On grounds of geographical proximity, the . At some point during the two years he went into Maine to prosecute the siege of Sainte-Suzanne, before leaving the task to his military household 
